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EPEAT 
From the (Boston) Universalist Magazine. 
BIOGRAPHY OF WILLIAM VIDLER. 
(Concluded from p. 186.) 

At the place of worship in Parliament-Court, a 
church had been established forthe purpose of cele- 
brating the Lord’s supper, among the members o/ 
which a free inquiry had been encouraged. By the 
aspiring and ungovernable tempers of one or two 
individuals, they fell into difficulties, fellowship was 
banished and Mr. Vidler’s usefulness hindered. It 
was found necessary at last to abolish the church 
altogether and to decree that henceforth the Lord’s 
supper should be administered to the whole congre- 
gation. But the society flourished notwithstanding 
these divisions ; and it would undoubtedly have con- 
tinued to flourish, had not Mr. Vidler progressed 
much faster than his people in acquiring a knowledge 
of truth. He held nothing by a blind, implicit faith. 
He had invited discussion in his periodical work, 
and this urged his mind forward in the path of in- 
quiry ; in consequence of which he was obliged at 
Jast to give up all his old notions concerning the 
winity, hereditary depravity, the atonement, Xe. 
The society now dwindled away: many of Mr. V.’s 
wealthy friends left him on account of the change 
in his opinions ; and his salary was reduced fiom 
£150 to £30 where it remained several years. Fi- 
nally the society applied for admission iato the As- 
sembly of General Baptists, and after a very spirited 
Opposition on account of their Universalist senti- 
ments, they were admitted, 

Tu the year 1798, Mr. Nathaniel Scarlett, a mem- 
ber of Mr. V.’s congregation, published an unproved 
translation of the New Testament, in the execution 
of which Mr. Vidler assisted. The principal pecn- 
liarity of this translation consists in its being 1en- 
dered agreeably to the hypothesis of Universal Sal- 
vation; the original words aion and aiontes being 
retained instead of the words world, age and ever- 
lasting as in the common version. ‘The translation 
Was principally made by Mr. Creighton, a clergy- 
man of the church of England. Mr. Scarlett, who 
was a prodigious labourer in literature, made all the 
divisions, and collated all the various transalations. 
He, Mr. Vidler, Mr. Creighton and Mr. Cue, the 
Jatter a very tolerable Hebrew scholar, used to meet 
once a week, breakfast early, and then compare Mir. 
Creighton’s translation with all Mi. Scarlets. col- 
lations and with the Greek. On any subject of dif- 
ference they would converse for some time, when, 
if they continued to differ, the matter was taken 
home and privately considered, the opinion of each 
was written and sent, and the majority decided the 
question. This undertaking was long and arduous ; 
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it was conducted with great integrity and with but 
little difference in sentiment, except that Mr. 
Creighton and Mr. Cue leaned too much to their 
Trinitarian opinions. The work when completed 
was published in a very handsome style, and was 
noticed with sentiments of approbation by the 
Critical Review for September, 1798, and by the 
Monthly Review for September, 1799. 

Several times during his life Mr. Vidler engaged 
in mercantile business. While in London he kept 
a store of books and stationary, first in connexion 
with a partner and afterwards alone. But in these 
attempts he was unsuccessful, though not for any 
want of attention or kindness to his customers. His 
principal failings were a want of care and sagacity 
in making his purchases, a too great confidence in 
the integrity of men, and a weakness of benevolence 
which often made him a prey to imposition. His 
losses in this respect made him poor, and disquali- 
fied him to bear without great inconvenience the 
misfortunes which attended his avowal of Unitari- 
anism. He established a Thursday evertng lecture 
at the chapel in Leather-Lane, Holborn; but this, 
through want of support, was not continued long. 
Ile never received that support from the Unitarians 
which his virtues and talents merited, and of this 
he himself was perfectly conscious, though he said 
very little on the subject. In 1804 he retired to 
West-Ham,* where in the house of a widowed sis- 
ter, he lived and carried on a lecture for several 
winters, which was tolerably well attended. 

The society at Pariiament-Court, after remaining 
along time ina languishing state, revived a little. 
Whether Mr. Vidler’s connexion with them had 
heen totally dissolved, the writer has not the means 
to determine. But be that as it may, we find him 
preaching to that society towards the close of his 
life. Several of the members who had lefi, re- 
turned, and several Unitarian families, being at- 
tracted by the excellency of Mr. Vidler’s preaching, 
took seats in the chapel. The few yeais which he 
now spent in preaching, must have been much more 
happy than the preceding part of his life. A man 


of bis mind, could not but have been suspicious of 


the remaining sentiments of his former creed which 
he retained, even after he had embraced the doc- 
trine of the Restoration. How disagreeably must 
atnember feel who holds to sentiments that his 
judgment leads him to doubt, with which his heart 
is dissatisfied, and to which his society is pertina- 
ciously attached! This was formerly the case with 





*This place is not laid down in the Gazetteers. I have 
hoen informed that it is a village about three or four ales 
fro: Londoa 
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Mr. Vidler. He fonnd the “path of his inquiries 
leading directly to the renuaciation of those nofions 
which heretofore appeared to him so sacred, to 
which he must inevitably come, if he continued thus 
incessant and fearless in investigation. With the 
Unitarians be was unacquainted. He heretofore 
had considered them as a philosophical sect, who 
paid but little respect to the holy seriptures; and 
hardly was he rid of his prejudices, before he found 
himself one of them. His prayers hitherto and 
methods of expression to which he tad become very 
familiar by long habit, partook of the nature of bis 
old sentiments ; to get rid of these of itself required 
the most rigid care. He would fain have left off 
preaching and shut himself up in bis study, but this 
his engagements and circumstances would not per- 





Now his creed is in agreement with both his 


mit. 
jodgment and his desires; and the sentiments of his 
He is like the 


prisoner, who having burst his fetters, feels himself 


society are in unison with his own. 


at entire liberty. how 
delusive are all our earthly prospects! How se- 
verely did Mr. Vidler realize this! He had been 
called to bury 4 lovely daughter; and soon after 
death made a nearer approach to him in depriving 
him o his loved and loving companion. She was 
taken sick while he was away from home. He set 
out in a post-chaise to hurry to her assistance and 
was overturned down a steep bank. This accident 
destroyed in a great measure his usefulness. It ren- 


But alas! how transitory, 


dered him incapable of walking without great pain, 
and in corsequence of inactivity, he grew corpu- 
lent. He strove to counteract this by a spare diet 
and labour ia his garden; but it had now for a con- 
siderable time indicated disease. Added to this, he 
suffered greatly from the asthma, so that in 1815, 
public speaking had become to such a degree pain- 
ful to hun that towards the close of the year he was 
obliged to finish his ministerial career. It was his 
wish not to live long his labours 
pended ; but his sickness was protracted for a long 
time. He had not only nights and days, but months 
of weariness and pain. He retained the full exercise 
of his reason, and derived great support from his 
religious views. After sighing again and again for 
deliverance, he serenely fell asleep in death on 
Friday, the twenty-third of August, A. D. 1216. 
Mr. Vidler’s knowledge was extensive in English 
literature, and with the dead languages he had a 
partial acquaintance, as may be seen by the letters 
which passed between hin: and Mr. Fuiler; but the 
latter gentleman remarked that on such subjects 
neither of them was at home. His memory was 
retentive and his conception quick and clear. He 
was cheerful and had an uncommon faculty of com- 
municating this feeling to others. Benevolence was 
a striking feature of his character, and considering 
his means it was excessive. He is said to have en- 
tered a pawnbroker’s shop once in his life for the 
purpose of raising some money on his watch, that 
he might assist a sick man at whose house he had 
called by request. This ungrateful scoundrel en- 
deavoured to pay him for his kindness afterwards 
by laying in wait to rob him, as he was crossing 


after were sus- 


HE RALD. 





some fields near London. But he was alarmed by 
Mr. V.’s striking his umbrella against a stile, sup 
Whether 
the robber would have sueceeded in his attempt is 
indeed uncertain, for Mr. V. was described as a 
man of great courage. 


posing the noise proceeded from a pistol. 


He afterwards met his de- 
serts and confessed the intention above spoken of, 

Mr. Vidler was a believer in a very long and se- 
vere disciplinary punishment in a future state of 
existence. He supposed that ovr earth, in the literal 
sense, will be burned up, and that this conflagration 
will constitute the second death, and the lake of fire 
and brimstone into which the impenitent will be 
cast. Here he supposed they would remain for a 
time answering the phrase, ets tous aionas ton 
atonon, to the ages of ages. He attached much im- 
portance to his views of future punishment, using 
great explicitness m stating them, lest it should be 
thought that he admitted of no punishment in a 
On this account, he preferred that his 
peculiar sentiment should be known by the name of 
Universal Restoration, rather than Universal Sal- 
vation ; and that the Greek words soter, soteria, 
sozo, &e. should be rendered restorer and restora- 
tion, &c. as Stonehouse renders them, rather than 
Saviour, Salvation, &c. There appears not to have 
been either acquaintance or fellowship between him 
and the Rellyan Universalists, who had a chapel in 
Windmill-street near Finsbury-square, London. 
He supposed that they rejected the doctrine of fu- 
ture punishment; and he took the opportunity to 
inform them, in a brief review, which he published 
in his Miscellany, of a Sermon preached in their 
chapel, that he wished no success to such a senti- 
ment. 

His excellence as a preacher consisted chiefly in 
the strength of his reasoning, the sin»plicity and 
perspicuity of his style, and his bold and manly elo- 
quence. ““ His voice was clear and strong. his look 
penetrating, his attitude erect and self-possessed, 


future state. 


He would sometimes in- 
dulge in the pulpit an ironical term of expression, 
which produced a striking effect. In prayer he was 
less happy than in preaching, and he was aceus- 
toned to acknowledge the difficulty which be found 


and his person dignified. 


in discharging this part of his public duty to his own 
satistaction. His devotional exercises as weil as 
his sermons were framed in a great measure in the 
language of scripture, and this often gave them an 
interesting appearance of solemnity. Of the merits 
of his public services we must judge by their ef- 
fects; and in this point of view a high rank must be 
allotted to him amongst popular divines, for there 
have been few preachers who have been able to 
make upon the minds of an auditory so deep an im- 
pression, not of feeling merely, but of knowledge 
and truth.”* 

H.s wrote and published but little. Beside two or 
three sermons, we find, A sketch of the life of El- 
hanan Winchester, 8vo. 1797. God’s love to his 
creatures asserted and vindicated ; being a reply to 





* See a Memoir of him published in the Monthly Reposi- 
tory a few months afier his death, to which the writer of this 
sketch is greatly indebted. 
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the “ Strictures upon an address to candid and se- 
rious men.” 8vo. 1799. Letters to Mr. Fuller on 
the Universal Restoration, with a statement of facts 
attending that Controversy, and some strictures on 
Scrutator’s Review. 8vo. 1803. 


——<f>-- 
EPISCOPALIAN LIBERALITY. 

Mr. E. Dows, a member of the Episcopalian 
Church at Charlton, Saratoga county, and one of 
the vestry, although for a number of years a be- 
liever in the salvation of all men in God’s own 
time, has only recently been called to an account 
for his religious opinions. The circumstances at- 
tending this transaction, are an additional evidence 
that the clergy generally are not “ peace makers ;” 
but rather disturbers of the peace of the religious 
community. A report was circulated that Mr. D. 
neither believed in a God, or a Saviour. It is to 
be feared the clergyman countenanced this wicked 
report. It was communicated to Mr. D. by a mem- 
ber of the Church, who learned with much satisfac- 
tion that there was no foundation for it. 

Itis a singular characteristic of orthodox churches 
in the present day, that they too frequently neglect, 
altogether, the Saviour’s commands in their dealing 
with their members whom they regard as heretics. 
The rule laid down in Matt. xviii. is imperatively 
binding on all Christian communities. When a 
man is suspected of Universalism, however, the 
commands of Christ are too generally dispensed 
with ; and the busy tongue of rumour is substituted, 
which furnishes the evidence to condemn the sap- 
posed heretic. 

In Mr. D.’s case, a meeting finally being called, 
the clergyman eudeavovred to usurp the authority 
which belonged to the n.cmbers; who, with a 
Christian liberality, manifested a friendly disposi- 
tion towards Mr. D., and a determination to show 
him favour agreeably to the dictates of the charity 
of the Gospel of Christ. 

We experience a sincere pleasure when we no- 
tice a Christian spirit in those of a different per- 
suesion. Charity, or love, is the very essence of 
religion ; for withont it, mankind are, in the words 
of av inspired writer, but “sonnding brass, or a 
tinkling cyimbal.” It matters not what may be the 
denomination of the party, whether Presbyterian, 
Episcopalian, or Uuiversalist; unless the party has 
the “spirit of Christ, he is not of iim.” 

A glotious era would commence in the annals of 
Cliristendom, Wf the veal Cliistians in every Church 
and congregation, would seriously undertake to 
learn their ininisters their duty, and teach them the 
true spiit and obligations of Chrisi’s Gospel. 

—g-— 
CORRUPTION AND MORTALITY 
CONSIDERED. 

In Number 23, on the title page of this paper, 
and in Section number 2d., our Br. Balfour, remark- 
ing on 2 Cor. v., has the following: 

“2d, Was the appearance before Christ’s judg- 
Dicnt seat at the time referred to, verse 4, whe: 
‘mortality would be swallowed up of life?’ This 
could not be at death, or when the earthly house ot 





the tabernacte was dissolved, for it is at this period 
corruption or mortality begins. At death, the body 
is sown in corruption or mortality. It is at the re- 
surrection it is raised in incorruption, Then, and 
not till then, is mortality swallowed up of life.’ ” 

If we have different views in any particulars, 
from our Br. B., and express them publicly, we are 
confident of meeting his approbation; believing 
that whatever imperfections may stick to him as a 
man in the flesh, that bigotry cannot be reckoned 
of the number. We have read the Letters we have 
published, with an unusual degree of satisfaction ; 
and estimate them as very happily calculated to en- 
lighten the ignorant, and to confirm and delight the 
believer. On reading the above quotation, however, 
we were impressed with a conviction that our Br. B. 
on a deliberate review of the sentiments therein ex- 
pressed, would be led to a different conclusion. 
At all events, having a differeut view, we feel at li- 
berty to express it; desiring any person who may 
feel disposed, to correct our error, it we are in one. 

The particulars we allude to, have little or no bear- 
ing on the main subject of our Br. B.’s inquiry, viz. 
“It is at the period of death that corruption or mor- 
tality begins. At death the body is sown in corrup- 
tion or mortality. Itis at the resurrection it [the 
body] is raised in incorruption.” The two particu- 
lars we purpose to notice, are the following: First, 
That at death, corruption or mortality begins. Se- 
cond, At the resurrection, the corruptible or mortal 
body, is raised in incorruption, The terms “ cor- 
ruption and mortality,” are here used as strictly sy- 
nonymous. Although we do not kaow, expressly, 
what is intended to be signified by the terms, “ cor- 
ruption and mortality,” from the connexion and 
manner in which they are used, we are disposed to 
believe they were intended to signify the state or 
condition of putrefaction, decomposition, &c. which, 
strictly speaking, is Only the natural process of the 
return of the flesh or body, to its kindred elements 
fiom which it was taken. Consequently, the cor- 
ruption, in the gross sense of the term, exists only 
while the process of decomposition 18 cairied on, 
after which, the dust may be considered as mingled 
with its kindred dust, as it was before the animal 
organization took place. “ Just thou art, and unto 
dust shalt thou return,” is a declaration which set- 
tles this part of the question. Let it also be tremem- 
bered, that after the disoi ganization is effected, and 
the decomposition 1s complete, the dust is in the 
very condition from which man was first formed. 
Consequently, if thisis mortality, that ts, the quality 
and condition of mortality, this mortality existed at 
the beginning ; and man was formed of it! 

Paul’s declaration, (Gal. vi. 8,) “ He that soweth 
to his flesh, shall of the flesh reap corruption,” 
proves that comruption conunences before the death 
of the body. For the party reaps where he sows. 
He sows to tie flesh, and he reaps of the flesh cor- 
ruption. 

We will now consider the subject in the shape of 
a literal trath, and introduce suci: facts as are known 
to tre world, and generally admitted, as our evi- 
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” Furst, If mortality or corruption, is proved to com- 

meuce, and exist, when putrefaction or a decom- 
position of parts takes place, it cannot be true that 
“ mortality or corruption begins at death,” only, or 
in all cases, so far as to support this hypothesis ; for 
the following reasons: When a man’s legs are am- 
putated, and he survives the operation, cormuplion 
or mortality, in the sense we are considering, as 
much begins as when the whole body is dead. ‘There 
have, also, been many instauces when disease has 
preyed upon the human frame, and the parties have 
literally rotted, so that putretaction, or decompusi- 
tion has actually begun m some parts of their bodies 
while they lived. We could name the diseases 
which have produced this effect, and descend to 
particulars ; but it is unnecessary. In addition to 
these facts, is that of bodies which have been buried 
for nearly a century, and then discovered as free 
from putrefaction as at the moment of the parties’ 
decease. Mummies, also, may be adduced, which, 
in consequence of the pungent spices applied to 
them, have withstood putrefaction and decomposi- 
tion for thousands of years. 

Second; Man, properly considered, cannot, 
according to the Scriptures, be supposed to nave 
any relation to his corruptible and mortal body, pos- 
terior to death ; for, according to Paul, he is sepa- 
rate or absent from the body ; man cannot be sown 
in corruption, when he is separate or absent from 
the body of corruption. This proves, therefore, that 
so far as man is considered, and that man too which 
constituted Paul the apostle, he can exist separate 
and absent from the body! And it farther proves, 
that the time when man is sown in corruption, is 
previous to the death of the body, and the decom- 
position of its parts. 

Our Br. Baltour has spoken of the body being 
sown in corruption ; and it, the body, being raised 
in incorruption. Let us exangine the figure intro- 
duced by Paul, (1 Cor. xv.) in relation to the seed 
of vegetables. He says, “That which thou sowest 
is not quickened except it die.” To apply this 
figure in the gross sense in which we have con- 
sidered the terms “corruption and mortality,” as 
used by our Br. B., we will suppose as follows: The 
committing the dead body to “ the grave, the house 
appointed for all the living,” answers to the figure 
of sowing the seed. The putrefaction or decompo- 
sition which takes place, to the seed’s dying. The 
resurrection of the body, to the growing of the vege- 
table from the seed which dies. According to this, 
the man, being separate or absent from the body 
which dies and 13 quickened, or raised, is never 
sown in corruption. It is only his carcass, or the 
case which once contained him, which, when he is 
done with it, and is separated from It, is sown in 
corruption, or rottenness and putridity. The figure 
is malappropos, for the following reason :— 

The declaration is, “That which thou sowest is 
not quickened except it die.” The order of time 
with the sowing of the seed, the death of the seed, 
and the growing of the seed, must be observed. 
The seed is sown—after the seed is sown, (in many 
seeds some time elapses,) the seed dies—a(ter the 





seed dies, that is, that part of it which contains the 
germ of the new plant, vegetation ts apparent, and 
the growth takes place. But the body is dead, and 
irequently putrid and rotting, when it is sown, or 
buried. Not so with the seed. The seed contains 
the principle or germ of vegetable life, and is 
pure when it is sown; itis only liable to, or suscep- 
tble of the death spoken ot, which takes place some 
tune afterwards. 

There is another, and more serious objection to 
this hypothesis, yet to be considered. If mortality 
begins at death, how long does it last? Paul repre- 
sents the matter as follows: First, When Paul is 
separate, or absent from the body, he is present with 
the Lord. Second, Paul is absent from the body, 
immediately at death. ‘Third, When Paul is absent 
trom the body, and present with the Lord, “ mor- 
tality is swallowed up of life.” Consequently, at 
the precise moment, when, according to this hypo- 
thesis, “ mortality begins,” according to Paul, “ mor- 
tality is swallowed up of life!” How can any thing 
have a beginning at the noment it is swallowed up? 
How can any thing be supposed to exist, at the 
moment when it is annihilated for ever? The reader 
must, ere this, have discovered, that the difference 
between our views and our Br. B.’s, is the follow- 
ing: We believe that mortality ends, at the precise 
moment when he believes it begins. 

But when did mortality begin, if it does not begin 
at the period of the death of the body ? Ans. When 
mortals were created, mortality began. When God 
formed man, of the dust of the ground, and breathed 
into his nostrils the breath of life, and man became 
a living soul, then mortality began; then was the 
seed sown, and so'vn a mortal body ; or in a mortal 
body. Then man’s constitution was declared— 
“ Dust thou art, and unto dust shalt thou return.” 
Thou art mortal. Thou shalt return to the earth 
from whence thou wert taken; is the amount of the 
Divine declaration. First, God formed man, the dust 
of the ground. Second, He breathed into him the 
breath of life. Third, The consequence of these 
two causes, namely, the formation of the body of the 
dust, and the breathing into the body the breath of 
life, is, that a soul is produced. Paul speaks of this 
threefold effect in man’s organization, and marks 
the distinction—* body, soul, and spirit.” The soul, 
the vilal, mental part of man, is sown in coriup- 
tion When man is first organized, and possesses the 
identity of a human being. 

If it shall be objected, that the Scriptures speak 
of our mortal bodies being qiickened, we answer, 
Any person who will attentively examine the fol- 
lowing passages, will, we think, be convinced that 
nothing more is intended than is expressed by Paul, 
Rom. viii. 5—11; Ephes. ii. 1, 5; 2 Cor. iii. 6. 
See, also, Psa. Ixxx. 18; exix. 37, 40, 88, 149. 

Paul says, “ Let not sin reign in your mortal 
bodies.” We will say, Let not anger reign in your 
sick bodies. Can your bodies be sick, unless sick- 
ness has begun, and actually exists? Just as well 
can a man’s body be mortal, without mortahty ex- 
isting, &e. Paul, Rom. viii. 21, speaks of the crea- 
ture [ktisis, CREATION] being delivered from the 
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bondage of corruption into the glorious liberty of 
the children of God. Was not Paul delivered fron 

this “ bondage of corruption,” as soon as he was ab- 
sent from the body, present with the Lord, and 
his mortality swallowed up of life ? Was not this a 
his death ? How could Paul be delivered, at death. 
from the bondage of corruption, if corruption only 
begins at death ? 

Again—-We read, Heb. ii. 15, that Christ, 
“through death, shall deliver them who through 
fear of death were all their liietime subject to bond- 
age.” How can mankind be subject to bondage, 
unless mortality and corruption, according to the 
Scripture understanding of the terms, actually exists 
during the life of man in the flesh ? 

Again, We read Rom. viii. 20, that “ the creature 
{ktisis, crEATION] was made subject to vanity,” 
&c. What is the subjugation to vanity, but the 
mortal and corruptible state and condition of -man 
in the flesh ? 

When Paul introduces, particularly, the subject 
of the manner of the resurrection, he admits the 
questions, “ How are the dead raised up, and with 
what body do they come?’”* Not, How is the dead 
body raised? nor, How is the body raised? In op- 
position to the hypothesis of the resurrection of the 
mortal body, in any shape or point of view what- 
ever, is Paul’s subsequent! declaration, in the figure 
of the seed—*“ Thou sowest not that body that shall 
be.” He adds, “ But God giveth it a body as it 
hath pleased him, and to every seed his own body.” 
Paul declares, expressly, that “There is a natural 
body, and there is a spiritual body.” Paul also af- 
firms, that, that which is natural was first; and af- 
terward that which is spiritual. As a farther illus- 
tration, he adds, “ The first man ts of the earth, 
earthy: [having the natural body:] the second man 
{having the spiritual body] ts the Lord from hea- 


ven.” He says, “As we have borne the image of 


the earthy, [dwelt in the natural body,} we shall 
also bear the image of the heavenly.” [or spiritual 
body.} Paul then declares the momentous truth— 
“ Now this I say, brethren, that flesh and blood [na- 
tural bodies} cannot inherit the kingdom of God ; 
neither doth corruption inherit incorruption.” How 
then can a corruptible body ever be raised to inherit 
incorruption ? 

It must be obvious to a reflecting mind, that the 
doctrine of the resurrection of man, and his induc- 
tion into another and a perfect mode of being, is 
the most interesting and momentous of all revela- 
tion. Our faith in this truth, inust be in a corres- 
ponding ratio with our knowledge of it. Hence 





* Tbis mode of expression, we think, was used by Paul to 
epee the mistake 1m supposing that the mortal body shall 
ve raised from the dust. Mark the distinction so nicely ob- 
served by the apostie—* How are the DEAD raised ap? 
aod with what BODY do THEY [the dead] come ?” The 
distinction is as obvious and strongly marked, betwixt the 
dead, and the body they should appear or come in, when 
they, the dead are raised, as language can furnish Vary the 
thing spoken of, and the subject appears in its proper light. 
Suppose a case, Mr. A. is confined to a sick bed. When rais- 
ed up to health, he will need clothes. Therefore, we ask, 
How is Mr. A. raised uz? (cured, ) and with what garment 
or clothes witi he come, or appear? ‘The dead spoken of, is 
one thing ; and the body the dead shall come in when raised, 
is another ; as mach so, as Mr. A, and his garment, are two. 








the expediency of understanding whet we profess 
‘o believe. The hypothesis which teaches that man 
sleeps in unconsciousness from the moment of 
death, until a future and distant resurrection shall 
rouse him from the slumber ot ages, is, to all intents 
and purposes, the doctrine of a partial annihilation. 
This hypothesis appears to be predicated on a sup- 
position that a material organization is indispensa- 
ble to produce conscious existence, and a separate 
identity of person or being. This is an assumption, 
we think, which is unwarrantable; inasmuch as it 
has only human intellect, or judgment, or opinion 
for its support and authority. We confess, in une- 
quivocal terms, that we have no mental capacity 
sufficient to authorize us to manufacture reason and 
evidence to enable us to embrace or cherish this 
visionary hypothesis. If we should assert the pre- 
mises on which this hypothesis is founded, we should 
do so with the conviction that we had not a shadow 
of evidence to support us. We never yet saw the 
man, who possessed a knowledge of matter. For 
ignorant man, who cannot understand the proper- 
ties and nature of matter, which is visible to his eye, 
and palpable to his touch, to venture to decide on 
the nature and quality of spirit, which he can 
neither see nor touch, which is out of his sight, and 
beyond his reach, is, in our opinion, the most con- 
summate folly. Paul asserts, “There is a natural 
body, and there is a spiritual body.” Let a wiser 
than Paul assert the contrary ! 

In order more fully to show the futility of the hy- 
pothesis of the resurrection of the whole, or any 
moiety of the mortal body of * flesh and blood,” we 
will state propositions, the cousideration of which 
will illustrate the true doctrime, and expose the 
absurdity of the premises of the false. ‘The false 
hypothesis takes for granted (for nothing lke evi- 
dence or proof can be adduced) that a moiety of 
the mortal body, at all events, is absolutely neces- 
sary to ensure conscious personal identity in another 
world. If this position were true, the following 
deduction would be unavuidable—That great Be- 
ing who created man, and to whom is attributed 
almighty power, infinite wisdom, and unbounded 
love and goodness, is not able to give man a con- 
scious existence in the spiritual world, without the 
aid of that mortal body, which his word of inspira- 
tion has declared, “cannot inherit the hingdom of 
God.” This hypothesis flatly coutradicts this asser- 
tion, and in effect affirms, that without the flesh and 
blood, man “ cannot inherit the kingdom of God.” 

We will take the liberty of again stating the pro- 
position concerning Paul. He affirms, of himself, 
that when he should be “absent from the body, he 
[ Paul, himself, and of course knowing himself to be 
Paul] should be present with the Lord.” His man- 
ner of affirmation ts remarkably positive, and une- 
quivocal. He declares, (2 Cor. v. 1,) “ We know,” 
What do you know, Paul? Ans. “That if our 
earthly house of tabernacle were dissolved, we have 
a building of God, a house not made with hands, 
eternal in the heavens.” Can any possible con- 
struction of the above declaration be made, which 
will expressly signi/y, That if our cartuiy house of 


ap 





—_ 


a 


ee 








i938 GOSPEL 


HERALD. 





—_—<———— —— + 7 


were dissolved, we 


tabernacle [the body of flesh] 
must sleep in unconsciousness, until it, or a moiety 
of it is raised for a house or tabernacle for us to dwell 
in? If it can, the house from heaven will not be 
needed, and the Deity’s preparations for man’s fu- 
ture existence, are superfluous ! 

Again: Paul speaks of “ being clothed upon with 
our bouse from heaven,” and “mortality beimg 
swallowed up of life.” This “clothing upon,” is 
when the “ earthly house of tabernacle is dissolved,” 
and the party is absolutely absent from. Can it 
be possible, that Paul should be absent from the 
body, the body dissolved, (that is, his connexion 
with it cease,) he be clothed upon with a house (o1 
body) from heaven, and his mortality be swallowed 
up of life, and, at the same time, Paul be sleeping 
in unconsciousness? If this can be, then the hypo- 
thesis we are examining can be true; butif it can- 
not be possible, then this hypothesis cannot possibly 
be true! 

The ignorance of man relative to matter and 
spirit, may be shown in the following manner—I is 
universally admitted, that air or wind, and fire, are 
material. These two are the most subtile and inex- 
plicable to man, of all the elemeutary phenomena. 
The earth, or ground, is the most palpably evideut. 
The Deity in his revelation to man, mtroduces the 
elements as figures, to illustrate and explain to the 
feeble capacity of man in the flesh, the sublime 
tiuths so necessary to his present happiness for him 
wo know. The Deity represents himself by the 
figure of fire. “Our God is a consuming fire.” 
Again: “Is not my Word asa fire?” ‘The opera- 
tion of his word on man, spoken of as the baptism 
of Christ, is called the baptisin of fire; or to this 
amount is the declaration, “He shall baptize you 
with the Holy Spirit, even Fire.” The comnuni- 
cation of truth, from above, to man, is represented 
by the figure of the air, or wind, as follows :—* The 
wind bloweth where it listeth, and thou hearest the 
sound thereof, but canst vot tell Whence it cometh, 
and whither it goeth: so is every One that is born of 
the Spirit.” Air can neither be seen nor felt, 
Neither can any man see, or feel fire. Combusti- 
bles when ignited produce effects, which man is sen- 
sible of. But, pure clemeutary fre, and an, ae as 
invisible as the throne of God. Fire is the Scrip- 
ture figure to represent God, who is a Spirté ; and 
air, the mvisible operations of his Spirit, 

Let the man who pretends to a kuowledge of the 
materials or ingredients necessary for the Deity to 
employ, to give man existence alter this lite, and 
whose pretensions are predicated on, and grow out 
of his knowledge of physical operations and re- 
sults,—let him “hold the winds in his fists,” and 
investigate, by a certain chemical analysis, their 
properties and powers :—lec hin gather into a cru- 
cible the fiery element, and tell its shape, and de- 
fine its powers :-— then may he boast of lus kuow- 
ledge of matter, and invade the Heavens wm pursuit 
of wisdom and science. 

Poor, ignorant creature, how much has thy folly 
elated thee, and made thee wise “above what is 
written!” 
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That the reader may leara in brief, the doctrine 
of the resurrection which we believe the Scriptures 
teach, we remark, When man was formed, the 
breath of life was breathed into inanimate dust, and 
man became, as a consequence, a living soul. 
When man dies, the “breath of life” is withdrawn— 
the dust is again inanimate as it was, before the 
breath of life was breathed into it, and the conse- 
quence is, the soul, which was produced at first by 
the breath of life being united with the inanimate 
dust, ceases to exist. The causes which first gave 
man existence, cease to operate, and man is pre- 
cisely in the condition of non-existence that Adam 
was, when only the dust was formed, and before the 
life-giving Spirit communicated the vital principle 
which gave him being. At this moment, to use the 
words of Paul, “in the twinkling of an eye,” must 
the “house from heaven” be united, by the spirit of 
God, with the simultaneously raised dead soul, or 
annihilation will be the fate of man. In fine, we 
believe in “ the resurrection of the dead,” the soul, 
and not the body; for we shail be absent from the 
body, when we are present with the Lord, and 
“clothed upon with our house which is from 
Heaven.” We rejoice in the knowledge of this 
glorious truth, and say, in faith, hope, and charity, 
Father in Heaven, thy will be done. 

The orthodox creed contains @ gross absurdity on 
the subject of man’s future state. According to this 
creed, * believers at their death are made perfect in 
holiness ; and imuiediately pass into glory.” Here 
is a tacit acknowledgment of the truth of a position 
which they, at times, strenuously object to and 
deny. Namely—A change after death, from imper- 
fection to perfection! But, let us ask, in the name 
of common sense, how “believers rest in their 
graves until the resurrection,” the resurrection be 
indeiinitely posterior to death, and these believers, 
or saints, be, at the same time, “resting in their 
graves,” and made perfect in holiness, and pass into 
glory ? If saints at their death are made perfectly 
Pholy, and can pass into glory, separate from, and 
without their bodies, what need can there ever be 
of a resurrection of, and union with, their bodies ? 

In this examination we have been more prolix 
than we at first contemplated, and we desire whe 
reader not to consider our remarks as applicable to 
our Br. B.’s, only so far as they regard the particu- 
iars first mentioned. 

—>— 

From the (Boston) Universalist Magazine. 
LETTER TO THE EDITORS, 
FROM WALTER BALFOUR, 

On the Day of Judgment. 
(@ontiuued from p. 189.) 

Gentlemen—I am aware that parousia is the 
word generally rendered coming, and applied to the 
coming of Christ. Let us then briefly notice ail the 
texts where it occurs in the New Testament. I 
find i then used to express the coming of persons 
trom one place to another, 1 Cor. xvi. 17; 2 Cor. 
vii. 6, 7, and x. 10; Phil. ii, 1°, and i. 26. It is also 
applied, 2 Thess. ii. 9, to the coming of the man of 
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first coming. Also to express his coming at the 
resurrection of the dead, 1 Cor. xv. 23; 1 Thess. 
iv. 19. But notice, that in those texts or their con- 
texts, not a word is said about his sitting then on a 
judginent seat to condewm men to any punishment 
whatever. In the following places, this word ex- 
presses our Lora’s coming at the destruction of Je- 
rusaiem. Matt. xxiv. 3,27, 37, 39; James v. 7, 8. 
Tiat these texts refer to this, is universally admitted, 

The following ave the only passages, about which 
there can be any dispute, what coming of Christ is 
referred io. 1 Thess. it, 19, 20, “For what is om 
hope. or joy, or crown of rejoicing? Are not even 
ye in the presence of our Lord Jesus Christ at his 
coming ? For ye are our glory and joy.” Well, 
what coming is meant? The apostle does not state 
this here, particulaly. But whatever period is re- 
ferred to, the Thessalonians were to be his joy and 
crown when it arrived. So were the Philippians ; 
for he says, chap, iv. 1, “Therefore, my brethren, 
dearly beloved and longed for, my joy and crown, so 
stand fast in the Lord, my dearly beloved.” Well, 
when were they to be his joy and crown? We have 
but to read on to verse 5, to be informed of this. 
“ Let vour moderation be known unto all men, The 
Lord is at hand.” I for one, must beg to be ex- 
cused from believing, that the Lord was at band in 
his coming at the end of this world, when Paul 
wrote the epistle to the Philippians. His coming 
at the destruction of Jerusalem was at hand, nor 
can I much doubt, that to this very coming he re- 
ferred, for it is generally allowed James refers to it, 
where he uses similar language respecting it. “The 
coming of the Lord draweth nigh,” and “the judge 
standeth before the door.” See James v. 7—11. 
The event was anxiously expected by all christians, 
James speaks, not only of the event as near, but 
tells us that the Lord was to judge at this coming, 
which agrees with the text under consideration, 
“for we must all appear before the judgment seat 
of Christ.” The word which is here rendered be- 
Sore, is emprosthen, and is the same word which is 
rendered in Thessalonians, presence. They were to 
he Paul’s joy and crown “in the presence (empros- 
then) of our Lord Jesus Christ at his coming.” But, 
their’ being his joy and crown at this period de- 
peaded on their steadfastness in the faith, and en- 
during to the end. Accordingly he says to them, 
chap. iii, 12, 13, “ And the Lord make you to in- 
crease and abound in love one toward another, and 
toward all men, even as we do toward you: to the 
end he may establish your hearts unblameable in 
holiness before (emprosthen) God, even our Father, 
at the coming of our Lord Jesus Christ with all his 
saints.” The hearts of the Thessalonians, might 
be established unbtameable in holiness, unto the 
coming of our Lord Jesus Christ at the end of the 
Jewish age, for it was near: but, how they were to 
be so to the end of this world, is not so easily per- 
ceived. The expression “ all his sain's,” can oeca- 
sion no difficulty about this, if Mat. xxiv. 31. Mark 
xiii. 27 are consulted, and compared with 2 Thess. ii. 
1. See Whitby on this last text. But in 1 Thiess. v 
23, the apustle exhorted them further in relation to 
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this coming. “ And the very God of peace sanctify 
you wholly: and I pray God your whole spirit, and 
soul, and body, be preserved blameless unto the 
coming of our Lord Jesus Christ.” This was not 
a mere empty wish, for the apostle adds verse 24, 
* faithful is he that calleth you, who also will do it.” 
But [ ask, bow the apostle could pray, that the 
souls, and spirits, and bodies of the Thessalonians, 
might be preserved blameless unto the coming of 
Christ at the end of this world, unless he believed 
they would be alive when he came. If understood 
of his coming at the end of the Jewish dispensation, 
all is rational and easily understood, The word pa- 
rousia, is also rendered coming, 2 Thess, ii. 1, 8, 
und applied to the same coming of Christ. See 
Whitby on this whole chapter. It is also rendeved 
coming, 2 Peter iii. 4, 12, and applied to the coming 
of Christ at “ the day of judginent,” which has been 
shown in my answer to Mr. Sabine, to be, nota 
day of judgment at the end of this world, but the 
day of judgment on the Jewish nation at the end of 
the age. The only other text where parousia ts 
used, is 1 John ii. 28, “ And now little children, 
abide in him; that, when he shall appear, we may 
have confidence and not be ashamed before him at 
his coming.” What coming is then referred to ? 
The coming of Christ at the end of the Jewish dis- 
pensation, as is evident from verse 18, where he 
says, “ Little children it is the last hour: and as ye 
have heard that antichrist shall come, even now are 
there many antichrists; whereby we know it is the 
last hour.” See M’Knight who takes this view of the 
passage. 

It has been noticed, that the word emprosthen, is 
used in several of the above texts, and in the one 
we are particularly considering, “ we must all stand 
before the judgment seat of Christ.” It is seen 
from its usage to mean, “ before, or in the presence 
of.” It deserves notice, that this word is also used 
Matt. xxv. 32, where it is said, “and betore (ez- 
prosthen) him shall be gathered all nations.” If it 
is admitted, that this was at the end of the Jewish 
age, when Christ came iv his glory, and sat on the 
glorious throne of his kingdom, it shows a coinci- 
dence of language in speaking of this event among 
the writers of the New Testament. 

(To be concluded in our next.) 


——>--— 
THE WAY TO BE GRACIOUS. 

Believers in the doctrine of a vicarious sacrifice 
for the sins of mankind, contend that the death or 
sacrifice of Christ was necessary to open a way 
whereby it could be consistent for God to be gra- 
civus. We know of no sentiment, doctrine, or hy- 
pothesis so pleasing and favourable to Pharisees, as 
this doctrine of a vicarious sacrifice ; for God is not 
only the Author of all good, but, as manifested in 
Christ, the example for all men to follow. Couse- 
quently, if it was indispensably necessary that a 
great sacrifice should be made to make it consistent 
for God to be gracious to sinners who had offended, 
the pious Pharisee, in love with this doctiine, and 
desiring to imitate the divine example of his Crea- 
tor, must receive a sacrifice, or bonus, to make fe 
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consistent for him to be gracious (or favourable) to 
his enemies, or those whom he esteems as such. 
What an excelleot excuse does this hypothesis 
furnish the hypocrite, to evade the most important 
duties of religion! Does the widow, the fatherless, 
or him that has no helper, solicit his assistance and 
protection, he immediately raises ramparts and 
defences around his purse, by uttering the prime 
article of his ereed—the suppliants are unworthy— 
he cannot consistently ve gracious! The first con- 
cern is the purse. The second, perchance, may be 
the duties of religion, graduated upon a scale of 
excuses; and qualified by orthodoxy and finesse, to 
onaple the good man to preserve, in his own estima- 
tion, his cash, and his religious character. Let the 
principle be extended. If God, notwithstanding the 
sacrifice which has been made to make it consistent 
for him to be gracious, will endlessly torment a por- 
tion of his enemies, the Pharisee and hypocrite 
will follow the example, according to their ability, 
and be unmerciful and unforgiving to their fellows. 
We feel justified in saying, that some religious mis- 
creants have, with hellish malignity, slandered the 
unfortunate poor, to furnish themselves with an ex- 
cuse for bringing their creed to bear, and save theit 
cash; for the miserable creatures were unworthy, 
and they could not, consistently, be gracious! If any 
doctrine richly deserves the name of damnable doc- 
trine, this is the doctrine above all others. We ask, 
Is not the Deity unchangeably a good Being ? 
What, then, can be necessary to make it consistent 
for a good Being to be gracious? How can it be 


otherwise than consistent for a good being to be gra- 
cious? If there exists such a being as a Devil, with 
horns and tail, we acknowledge that something may 
be necessary to make’ it consistent for him to be 
gracious; as well as to placate his children and 


followers! 
—<>—_ 


BLACKSMITH’S LETTER. 

The following extract is from “a Letter froma 
Blacksmith, to the Ministers and Elders of the 
Church of Scotland, wriiten at Inverary, in 1758.” 
Although it is not to be supposed that the author 
was endowed with a spirit of prophecy that enabled 
him to delineate the fashions of the nineteenth cen- 
tury, or that his production was designed for this 
ineridian, yet it is so well calculated for application 
at present, in this community, that we give it a 
place. Gos. Adv. 

“ And as these occasions make our people lay too 
great a stress upon the outward means, while they 
neglect the great end of all religion, I mean to bet- 
ter the heart, and reform the conduct; so they raise 
contentions, heart-burnings, envy and factions 
among our clergy, while they contend for popu- 
larity, vie with one another who shall convene the 
greatest crowd, and work up the mob to the highest 
pitch of enthusiasm; and they often succeed so 
well, that they bring the weak and ignorant, to the 
very brink of downright madness. I have seen 
scenes of this nature that had much more of the 
fury of the bachanalian, than the calm, serious, sin- 
cere devotion of a christian sacrament. It is here 








that the ministers display that false eloquence which 
catches the crowd, and consists in a strong voice, « 
melancholy tone, and thundering out at random, 
damnation, death and hell, fire and flames, devils, 
darkness and gnashing of teeth ; and any one who 
has good lungs, and can borrow the beggar’s cant, 
and the merry andrew’s action, may become very 
popular, and make a great figure at an occasion ; 
for the contention there, is not who shall reason 
most justly, deliver most gracefully, or direct their 
discourse in the best manner for bettering the heart 
and reforming the manners of the audience; but 
whe shall appear most frantic, cry loudest, speak 
with the deepest, strangest, and most hollow tone; 
and be the most wrapt up in mystery and scholastic 
terms. I have known these qualifications make 
nonsense triumph over sense, ignorance be preferred 
to learning; aud incoherent, unintelligible, nay, 
contradictory rhapsodies, be received with admira- 
tion by the gazing crowd ; while plain, learned and 
pious sermons, delivered with a becoming modesty 
and gravity, have been preached almost to the empty 


pews.” 
—~<-- 

NEW CATECHISM FOR CHILDREN. 

In a Catechism for children, published by Gilbert 
McMaster, A. M. Pastor of the Reformed Presby- 
terian Church, Duanesbush, (New-York,) are the 
following questions and answers: ; 

“ Question. Has Christ provided a government 
for his Church ? 

“Answer. Yes; he is the God of order. 

“ @. What form of Church government is exclu- 
sively of Divine Authority ? 

“4. The pResBYTERIAN form. 

“* Q. Who are the officers of Christ’s appoint 
ment in his Church ? 

“4. Ministers, Ruling Elders, and Deacons. 

“@Q. In what judicatories should these officers 
meet for the transaction of business ? 

“4. In Congregational, Presbyterial, and Sy- 
nodical judicatories.” Phil. Ref. 

pene 
CREEDS AND CONFESSIONS. 

“It may be proper here to note,” says history, 
“ that in the time of Constantine the great, who gave 
rich livings to the clergy, the bishops met together 
in Synods, and composed creeds, which they souglit 
to iinpose on the people; but, as they were no more 
than human compositions, many of the clergy re- 
fused to subscribe to them. This created much dis- 
sention, and many heresies (i. e. differences of opin- 
ton) sprung up in consequence. Soon afterwards 
they began to look to the civil power; but no one 
made sanguinary laws against heretics before the 
Emperor Justinian, about the middle of the sixth 
century.” thid. 

—=— 
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